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Preface 


Where is the Federal Republic heading? This question is posed by many 
observers of the political situation in West Germany. 

The question is justified; for the course which the ruling circles in Bonn 
have struck out upon has given rise to general discomfort. How could 
it be otherwise if the public is being confronted with such contradictions 
of official government spokesmen delivering protestations of peace while 
at the same time armament expenditure is reaching dizzy heights and 
the striving for atomic power has become the policy of the day? 

What is one to make of itwhen theWest German government addresses 
a note to all states of the world which speaks of understanding while in 
the same breath the representatives of the Bonn state condemn normal 
relations with their neighbouring state—the German Democratic Re- 
public—and with their presumptious dogma of being the sole legitimate 
German state, they not only conduct a policy of blackmail against the 
GDR but also against many other states in the world? 

How does it fit together when the Federal Republic on the one hand 
maintains it supports European security while on the other hand it claims 
huge territories from a number of European states, when it wants to 
eliminate the Oder-Neisse border as fixed by the Potsdam Agreement 
and refuses to condemn the Munich Agreement, by which Hitler took 
over Czechoslovakia as a criminal act of violence and plundering? 

What is one really to think when West Germany is praised by the press, 
loyal to the government, as a “legal state’’ and is raised to the rank 
of a “free democracy”, while the government at the same time is work- 
ing out a whole bunch of emergency laws which deprive the total popula- 
tion of their voice and their rights. Where is the Federal Republic head- 
ing? This pamphlet aims to give an answer to this question. 


Are the dangers emanating from the 
Federal Republic really that great? 


West Germany has reached a turning point in its political and social 
development. The West German government has announced that it aims 
to use all its power to make a “formed society” out of the West German 
people. 

There is no doubt about it that the majority of the West German 
people also want peace just as the peoples of other countries do. But 
good will alone is not decisive here. 


‘The consciousness of an approaching catastrophe is today the dark 
background of life’, is how Professor Jaspers jadged the situation in the 
Federal Republic. From whom does this danger of a catastrophe come? 


The internal and external situation of the Federal Republic is charac- 
terized by growing contradictions. 


The concentration of capital has reached an unprecedented magni- 
tude and is pressing for ever greater expansion. In the process, the eco- 
nomic and political power—contrary to the Potsdam Agreement-—is in 
the hands of the same trusts which for their profits’ sake have provoked 
two world wars already. The rearmament of the Federal Republic which 
was also carried out contrary to the Potsdam Agreement has made it 
the strongest military power in Western Europe. 


Within the Federal Republic the gap between the immense wealth 
of a tiny minority and the relatively small share of the big majority of the 
population in the results of their work, the inconsistency between the 
conglomeration of economic and political power on the one side and 
economic and political impotence on the other are becoming ever 
greater. 


Outwardly, the contradiction between the economic and mititary 
potentialities of the Federal Republic and its limited political possibilities 
determines the attempt of the Bonn rulers to press for a change in the 
situation in every way possible. 


Added to this, the hitherto economic boom of the Federal Republic 
has obviously seen its day with signs of slackening production growth 
and stagnation becoming apparent. 


The Erhard government is trying to counteract the growing economic 
and political contradictions by subordinating the whole of society to 
the interests of the arms monopolies and by committing itself most 
closely to the USA. With such backing it is intensifying its efforts for 
hegemony in Europe and forces its revanchist policy against the GDR 
and the other European socialist countries as well as its neo-colonialist 
subversive activities. 


The Erhard government is taking advantage of the NATO crisis te 
increase its political and military influence and gain a share in the 
control over atomic weapons. It counts on making use of the situation 
of increasing tension for bringing about a conflict in Europe, calculating 
on the risk of a major war. 
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This is the real background and essence of the transition to the 
“formed society’. The insistence on the claim to exclusive representation 
is an expression of the aggressive aims of the rulers in Bonn. The 
“formed society’ characterizes the new methods of ruling with which 
they seek to achieve these aggressive aims. 


By equating all sections and organizations of the population with the 
power interests of the state, the ‘formed society” is to open up new 
reserves in order to be able to pursue big power politics. 

What, therefore, is happening at present in the Federal Republic 
under the catchphrase of the ‘formed society” is nothing but the begin- 
ning of the building up of a third new order in Europe, as German im- 
perialism understands it. 


@ The conversion of the West German economic production over to 
arms production, 


the demand for a share in the control of atomic arms, 
the establishment of an approximately 500,000-man army, 
the glorifying of the history of the German wars of conquest, 


state encouragement of revanchist and militarist organizations of 
all kinds, 


the demand for the incorporation of all territories of fascist Germany 
into the borders of 1937, 


and the presumption, which is contradictory to international law, 
of being the sole legitimate state in Germany (Hallstein doctrine). 


All these are expressions of the aggressive course of the West German 
Federal Republic. In the following sections detailed evidence on this is 
provided. 


What influence do the monopolies 
have on West German politics? 


After the two world wars in the first half of this century, no-one con- 
tested the view that the great concentration of economic power in the 
hands of a few monopolists and monopoly associations, as well as the 
drive for expansion linked with the monopoly policies, was an important 
element of the aggressive policies of German imperialism. 


Not without reason did the Potsdam Agreement, in which the Allies 
laid down the principles for their post-war policy, demand that German 
economic life was to be decentralized in the shortest practical time with 
the aim of destroying the existing excessive concentration of economic 
power, represented in particular by cartels, syndicates, trusts and other 
monopoly associations. 


And what does West German reality look like in this respect in 19662 


The concentration of capital in West Germany has reached a point 
unprecedented in the history of German imperialism. 


25 trusts account for 40 per cent of total West German industrial 
turnover at present. It is the monopolies and their exponents who today 
again dominate the economy, politics and the media of public opinion, 
have sums of thousands of millions at their disposal and command over 
millions of people like gods. 


The big companies with more than a hundred million marks of share 
capital in 1953 held 34 per cent of all West German share capital, but in 
1965 they had already 57 per cent in their hands and in the course of the 
next ten years it will rise to at least 75 to 80 per cent. 


One of the most powerful trust lords in the Federal Republic, Hermann 
Joseph Abs, who in 1945 was sentenced in absentia for his war-crimes 
to 15 years hard labour by a Yugoslav court, controls enterprises employ- 
ing a total of 1.2 million workers, and which have an annual turnover of 
78 thousand million marks, the same sum as the national income of 
Holland and Denmark put together. 


For quite a number of years already an ever greater share of the im- 
mense budget of the West German government has been flowing into 
the pockets of the West German trusts. By 1965 the Bonn government 
had given armament orders amounting to about 35,000 million marks. 
68.5 per cent of these orders were taken on by West German industry. 
After all, that is about 24,000 million marks from tax receipts which the 
West German concerns pocketed from the arming of the Bundeswehr 
alone. Moreover, these concerns have long since entered into the inter- 
national armament business. They are already demanding a still larger 
share “and not only in the conventional field’, as they say. The German 
cannon kings finally want to get at the “real big hardware”, at atomic 
weapons and their means of delivery. 


Wehr und Wirtschaft, the arms monopolies’ organ unmistakably ex- 
pressed these demands of the West German armament trusts as early 
as December 1965: 
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“Therefore a German armament industry to the extent of the existing 


resources—and not only conventional arms—is necessary and vital.” 
(Wehr und Wirtschaft, 12/1965, p. 656) 


A tremendous industrial production capacity concentrated in the 
hands of a few who are striving for internal and external expansion, a 
steadily increasing armament power, subjugating whole branches of the 
economy to the direction of the biggest armament concerns—here one 
finds the essential factors which determine the basic attitude of the 
policy of the Federal Republic. There are also others. 


The prospects of profits in arms production constitute only one motive 
for the strong interest of the monopolies in rearmament and preparation 
for war. The second no less important factor is the direct economic 
interest of the monopolies in an expansionist policy of revenge and 
aggression. 


West German monopoly capital has left no doubt from the very be- 
ginning that it is trying to rebuild its position of power in its former areas 
of domination east of the Elbe and—to be specific—try to incorporate the 
economic potential of these now socialist areas into their concerns. This 
program was already expressed back in 1953 in the Industrie-Kombinat 
Oberschlesien, printed in Cologne on pp. 99—101 in an article by the 
so-called expert in eastern affairs, F. H. Seraphim: 


“The all-German economy can no more renounce the agricultural 
surpluses of the German east than it can permanently give up the 
mining and industrial potential of this area... 


“When one imagines the linking of the coal and coke production 
of Poland and Czechoslovakia to the production of the west, then 
the coal mined would be some 10 per cent and coke production as 
much as 35 per cent more than that of the Soviet Union. The pro- 
duction of pig iron would be over 60 per cent, production of raw 
steel almost 40 per cent, and rolled products more than 34 per cent 
higher than in the USSR.” 


Now as before, the Verlag Hoppenstedt & Co. of Darmstadt publishes 
its periodically issued special publication Deutsche Aktiengesellschaft mit 
Ostvermégen (German Share Company with Eastern Assets). In one of 
its recent issues the West German concerns announced their claims, for 
example, to 


786 enterprises in the GDR, 
172 enterprises in Poland, 
8 enterprises in Czechoslovakia, and 


28 enterprises in the USSR. 


Along with the 29 Landsmannschaften (associations of fellow-coun- 
trymen) and about 50 revanchist associations organized on a political, 
religious, cultural or occupational basis, there are dozens of special 
employers’ associations which have only revanchist goals and are linked 
up with the majority of the leading and parent organizations of the 
West German monopoly economy. These organizations are headed—the 
same as many other positions of the Bonn state—by people who 
already served the Hitler regime in leading positions. Among the pillars 
of the Hitler dictatorship who are again active in West Germany there 
are: 


10 


2° 


15 ministers and state secretaries of the Federal Republic, 
100 generals and admirals of the Bundeswehr, 
828 high-ranking judiciary officials, public prosecutors and judges, 


245 leading officials of the Bonn Foreign Office and its embassies 
and consulates, 


297 high-ranking officials of the police and the office for the pro- 
tection of the constitution. 


Why is the West German 
government forging a plot with the USA? 


The USA plays an extremely important role in the policy of the Bonn 
government. The ruling circles of West Germany foster the dangerous 
illusion that they have found the “right partner” in the USA in order to 
be more successful in a third attempt to establish a ‘‘New Order in 
Europe” to their advantage than the two previous attempts which ended 
in catastrophic defeats. That is why they support unconditionally, as no 
other Western European country, every aggressive action of the USA in 
the world, but particularly the criminal US war in Vietnam. 


A model of submissiveness was demonstrated by the chairman of the 
West German CDU/CSU parliamentary group, Barzel, who declared 
during his journey through the USA on 16 June 1966: 


‘We know what we owe to Vietnam, what we owe to the dollar. We 
are for the dollar as the leading currency. This presupposes the 
leadership of the USA.” 


In recent years development in West Germany has been characterized 
by an unparalleled economic sell-out. Whereas in the years 1956—58 the 
total amount of long-term US capital investments in West Germany came 
to no more than 680 million marks, these investments increased in the 
1962—64 period to approximately 4,000 million marks. Altogether, direct 
US investments in West Germany comprise about 10,000 million marks. 
In the course of only eight years, i. e., from 1957 to 1965, the number of 
American establishments in West Germany rose from 350 to 1,150. 


Many well-known German firms keep their old names, it is true, but 
their management has been transferred to American hands and the 
profits flow to the USA. Control by foreign capital is in full swing; every 
month new extensive transfers of ownership from German into American 
hands are effected. 

This is supplemented by the fact that during the last three years West 
German exports to the USA totalled 14.7 thousand million marks, whereas 
its imports amounted to almost 29,000 million marks, so that the balance 
of payments of the Federal Republic with the USA is most unfavourable. 


This fatal course has its political causes. The Erhard government says 
to Washington: We surrender a part of the West German economy to 
you. In exchange you must let us get at the atomic trigger. We guarantee 
the security of your investments and profits by means of emergency laws. 
In exchange for that you must support our policies. 


What are the real facts behind the slogan 
of the “formed society”? 


Before Hitler proceeded to carry through his expansionist program, he 
directed the first blow at his own people. By the “enabling act’ he 
enforced those dictatorial powers with which he quelled every stirring 
of the opposition in his own country. With terroristic means Hitler 
endeavoured to create the Volksgemeinschaft, the ideal of which was the 
unconditional subjugation of all citizens to the plans of the fascists. 


It is the old logic of expansion: Those who want a “New Order” 
beyond their borders, must at first perfect this “order” internally. And 
this is how it is today: The first thrust of imperialist policy in the struggle 
for supremacy in Europe is directed against the West German people 
themselves, against the working class, the peasantry, and the democratic 
and humanistic forces of the intelligentsia. 


A whole system of integrating economic, political, legal, military and 
ideological measures is supposed to secure the rule of the Bonn regime 
over the working people. One has to have the integrated wheels of this 
giant and cunning mechanism before one’s eyes in order to comprehend 
what Erhard’s formed society really is. And in order to know how the 
formed society is set up and how it functions, one has to throw light on 
the methods applied. The Erhard government is trying to achieve its aim 
of the formed society by a kind of system of laws whose true character 
and whose dangerous objective is kept secret from the population. 

It is a fact that more than 90 per cent of West Germans do not know 
those laws by which they are to be formed. 


Belonging to the total system of these laws, for instance, is the 
secretly prepared “Law for the Safeguarding of Economic Stability”, for 
example, with the aid of which the means for the purchase of atomic 
arms and other war material from the USA as well as for “total 
war’ are to be secured, belongs to the whole system of these laws. 
Paragraph 13 of this law decrees an expenditure freeze in the Lander, 
cities and communities whereby for the most part, social policy ex- 
penditure for hospitals, schools and social facilities will be affected. But 
particularly alarming is paragraph 15 b. According to it, the Bundesbank 
can demand that up to 75 per cent of the amount paid out in monthly 
pensions and up to 50 per cent of the reserves of the Federal Labour 
Exchange and Unemployment Insurance Office must be used to buy so- 
called mobilization bonds. This is nothing but a brutal attack on the 
social insurance of the workers and office employees. 


With these laws, the higher arms costs demanded by War Minister 
von Hassel and the 5.4 thousand million marks paid to the US for arms 
and the stationing of their troops in order to commit them to Bonn’s 
revanchist policies and the claim to sole representation, are to be 
squeezed out of the West German population. 
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Why does the Bonn government 
need the emergency laws? 


The dictatorial powers which the Bonn government has for some time 
been striving for are to fulfil a twofold task. On the one hand they are 
to take away every possibility of the West German population resisting 
exploitation, oppression and military adventure. They are to make it 
impossible for the people to force a change toward understanding with 
the GDR. They are to put the trade unions under pressure, forbid trade 
union action as ‘‘endangering the state’, and even make it possible to 
crush such actions militarily. On the other hand, the emergency laws 
aim at manipulating public opinion in a spirit of hostility to the GDR. 
Although they know better, these laws are proclaimed to be directed 
toward a “danger from the east’, against “gangs”, and “subversive 
elements” which are ‘‘guided from the east’. The aim of this is to produce 
those feelings which make it easier to unleash a conflict. The emergency 
laws are to systematically prepare for war. 


At a press conference on 2 May 1966 in Berlin, Professor Albert Nor- 
den in the name of and on behalf of the GDR, informed the world 
public of the existence of more than 40 secret emergency decrees locked 
up in various ministries in Bonn. 


Although a spokesman of the Bonn Ministry of the Interior on the 
same day sought to dismiss the published secret documents as an “‘in- 
vention”, the West German Minister of the Interior, Liicke, had to show 
his true colours on 3 May 1966 in an interview with the Bildzeitung. He 
admitted the existence of the emergency decrees with the following 


words: 


“If power is not to go completely over to the Allies we shall have 
to open the secret pigeon-holes. We shall have to put long-since 
prepared restricting laws ...into force. We are prepared for X Day. 
Here in the Ministry of the Interior there will be no embarassing 
pause... | cannot speak about that in detail. Those who have 
seen the laws were somewhat pale.” 


These secret emergency decrees are to place the Bonn government 
in a position of unrestrictedly ruling with the exclusion of parliament and 
the public. 


At the end of June 1966 the GDR proved the existence of further 
emergency decrees and published them in full. What did these laws 
look like in detail? 


The “emergency decree on civilian service”, which is part of the 
whole complex of the emergency laws, is the most important anti-trade 
union law of the Federal Republic. Its aim is the unconditional bending 
of the working people of the Federal Republic to the profit economy of 
the big armament monopolies. By making use of the experiences of 
Hitler's special laws it is to bring about a comeback of forced labour 
for the population in the interest of the total preparation for war inter- 
nally. 
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The secret emergency decree on civilian service envisages: 


§9 

“Age limits: Civilian Service of Foreigners 

(1) Compulsory civilian service starts at the age of 18 and ends for 
men at the age of 65 and for women at the age of 55. 

(2) Foreign citizens are not obligated to do civilian service as far as 
exemptions exist for them according to state treaties or general 
rules of international law.” 


This means that so-called compulsory civilian service is universal and 
makes possible the total mobilization of all workers and office employees, 
including the middle class, for the monopolistic arms and profit economy. 
It is at the discretion of the Bonn government to decree whether, when, 
to what extent, and for which monopolies workers are conscripted under 
the pretext of an “emergency”. All foreign citizens for whom no exemp- 
tion regulations have been made in state treaties have the obligation 
to carry out forced labour. This applies, for example, to the Italian and 
Spanish ‘‘guest workers”. Because it is explicitly stipulated in article 10 
of the agreement between the federal government and the Spanish 
state regarding ‘‘guest workers” that these Spanish citizens must bind 
themselves to observe the laws of the Federal Republic. 


Among the emergency decrees kept secret by Bonn are also the 
decrees on powers of the so-called Office for the Protection of the 
Constitution, the Federal Criminal Office and the Federal Frontier 
Guards in the case of a state of emergency. Their content leaves no 
doubt that West German nuclear physicist, Max Born, was correct in 
writing that these laws could... 


... hardly have any other purpose than to get the masses of the 
people into their hands in order to prepare a military dictatorship 
and war... Today | see in the emergency legislation the preliminary 
stage to Germany’s final catastrophe and perhaps that of mankind 
altogether for all peoples are companions in misfortune.” 


The three emergency decrees on the Powers of the Office for the 
Protection of the Constitution, the Federal Criminal Office and the 
Federal Frontier Guards envisage in detail: 


The West German Office for the Protection of the Constitution, ill- 
famed even now for its reactionary activity (we call to mind, among 
others, the Spiegel Affair) is given executive powers in the prosecu- 
tion of the so-called political offenders. Thus, arbitrary action by 
the protectors of the constitution, many of whom won their spurs 
under Hitler, is no longer restricted in any way. 

On the basis of these emergency regulations the Federal Criminal 
Office may act in a Gestapo-fashion, independently and un- 
controlled in the prosecution of criminal offences. It can be drawn 
into actions considerably exceeding the scope of its activities up to 
now. Even written applications for investigations are no longer 
necessary for its activities. 


@ The bodies of the Office for the Protection of the Constitution and 
of the police are being most strictly centralized with a view to 
sidestepping the Lander parliaments and governments. 


© The Federal Frontier Guards, honeycombed with fascist officers may 
be brought into action in all parts of West Germany. Up to now 
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their sphere of action had been limited to a 30 km-wide zone along 
the West German frontier. 


@ The Federal Frontier Guards are to be used to suppress strike 
actions which may at any time be alleged by the government of the 
arms monopolies to ‘‘endanger public order’. The manoeuvres of 
the Federal Frontier Guards to quell strikes and demonstrations 
in West Germany are evidence that the Bonn government has 
already started putting this emergency regulation into effect. 


In conformity with the other emergency decisions, the Bonn govern- 
ment has also developed a military leadership and suppression 
mechanism. 


At the head of this military leadership structure responsible for 
emergencies is the “Federal Defence Council” which would have all the 
military and civilian means of authority in its hands in case of emergency. 
Subordinated to this council is a standing ‘Centralized Planning Staff” 
for the immediate planning and operational leadership of all emergency 
measures. This ‘Centralized Planning Staff’ in practice assumes the 
function of a super general staff in case of an “emergency”. This 
“Planning Staff” has its own “military operations department” which 
is occupied by general staff cadres from the staff leadership of the 
Bundeswehr and various sections of the armed forces. 


Are Bonn’s revenge-seeking policies 
becoming more aggressive? 


Declarations of the leading CDU/CSU politicians and of the CDU/CSU 
bodies unmistakably demonstrate the intention of the federal govern- 
ment to change the frontiers in Europe, to annex the GDR and in- 
corporate territories of other socialist countries. 


We name as examples: 


Defence Minister von Hassel: 


“Our territorial demands by far exceed the Oder-Neisse line. We 
want to get back the old German sovereign territories.” 


Federal Chancellor Erhard: 


“...Ever since the founding of the government, we have held fast 
to its right to represent all Germans. This means that we consider 
any recognition or international rise in the status of the Zone (i.e., 
the GDR—Ed) as an unfriendly act... We would not let up in our 
efforts to prevent such a development even if it meant that we 
would run the danger of being known here or there as a disturber 
of the peace.” 


(Government Declaration of 10 November 1965) 


Bundestag deputy Majonica (CDU): 


“Our foreign policy has far-reaching goals. Reunification means a 
radical change in the balance of power as we have come to know it 
after the Second World War... There are only a very few cases 
where after a war the results of that war were corrected by peaceful 
means. 


(Politisch-Soziale Korrespondenz, Bonn, No. 1/1966, p. 11) 


The CDU, West German government party: 


“We maintain that the frontiers of 1937 are the determining factor 
for the international territorial status of Germany. We do not 
recognize the Oder-Neisse Line as the frontier of Germany now 
or in the future. We shall maintain that the Sudeten Germans and 
all the German national groups who used to live beyond the 1937 
frontiers of Germany have the right to the homeland from which 
they came.” 

(‘Congress of Displaced Persons’ of the CDU/CSU, Nuremberg, 
4 March 1965) 


The “Junge Union”, the youth organization of the West German govern- 
ment party: 


17 


“The aim of German policy must be to contribute to systems in the 
Soviet Union and the rest of East Europe gradually arising which 
essentially have only the name in common with the present form 
of communism... The aim of German policy must be to arrive at a 


new order in the whole of Europe and to solve the German question 
within its framework.” 


(From material and resolutions from “‘“Germany Day” of the “Junge 
Union”, Bad Godesberg, November 1965) 


Bonn’s aggressive sole representation claim is juridically bolstered 
up with the help of an illegal interpretation of the terms “inland” and 
“German citizenship” in legislation, the administration of justice as well 
as by official commentaries and statements of the federal government 
and the Bundestag. 


Not only the spatial area of validity of the Bonn Basic Law is con- 
sidered as “inland’”’ but, illegally, the territory of the former German 
Reich within its frontiers of 31 December 1937. 


Thus the juridically fixed Bonn claims to rule apply to 
@ the German Democratic Republic 
@ areas of the People’s Republic of Poland and 
@ areas of the USSR. 


The judgment of the West German Supreme Federal Court of 11 February 
1964, g. S. 3 StR 391/53 states: 


“But the ‘inland’ also includes as a part of all Germany the Soviet 
occupation zone. That is accepted in law without exception and 
has also been recognized by the Supreme Federal Court (see 5 
StR 467/52—judgment of 12 June 1952). This conception is also 
shared by the legislature of the Federal Republic.” 


In another judgment of the same court of 22 September 1955, g. H. 
4 StR 269/54 it is stated: 


“The city of Breslau... still belongs to the territory of the German 
Reich today for whose boundaries the situation of 31 December 1937 
is authoritative... The exercise of German jurisdiction in this 
district is still prevented but not definitively eliminated...” 


With the adoption of a new penal code for the Federal Republic the 
pretended territorial validity of the Bonn penal laws which up to now has 
been fixed in so-called basic judgments (compare the two above- 
mentioned examples) is to be directly included in the penal code. The 
official justification of § 3 of the planned draft penal code states: 


“According to the present international legal position the inland 
includes, in addition to those areas which belong to the sphere of 
validity of the penal code also such that lie outside the sphere of 
validity. They include the Soviet occupation zone of Germany, the 
Soviet sector of Berlin (i.e. the GDR and its capital—Ed) and the 
other territories of the German Reich within the frontiers of 
31 December 1937 which are at present under foreign administra- 
tion (i. e. parts of Poland and the USSR-—Ed).” 


This planned decree is revanchism in the form of the law. With it, 
citizens of the GDR as well as citizens of the People’s Republic of Poland 
and the Soviet Union are to be subjected to the penal jurisdiction of the 
Bonn state! 


Suppression within the Federal Republic and aggressive preparations 
towards the GDR are one of the main objectives of tightening up the 
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political penal law. In this way, all rapprochement and understanding 
between the peace-loving and democratic forces of the two German 
states is to be prevented. 


Already with the so-called lightning law of 30 August 1951 the Bonn 
government began to weave a fine-meshed net’ef penal regulations 
against democracy and understanding. 


In the following years the political penal law was further perfected 
through further laws amending the penal laws. 


The extent of political persecution in West Germany which has been 
unleashed by this complete system of strangulating political penal regu- 
lations and more aggravating basic judgments of the highest West Ger- 
man courts, is frightening: 


@ More than 500,000 West German citizens have been involved since 
1952 in more than 200,000 preliminary investigations of state protec- 
tion offences. 


@ More than 3,000 GDR citizens have been subjected to legal reprisals 
in West Germany since the founding of the Federal Republic. 


@ The public prosecutor's office in Salzgitter has, according to West 
German press reports opened proceedings against more than 6,000 
GDR citizens by applying Bonn’s illegal presumption of the sphere 
of validity because in the GDR they worked for the preservation of 
peace and the inviolability of the state frontier of the GDR in 
accordance with existing laws and international law. 


The political penal regulations of the cold war in West Germany have 
contributed much to the deepening of the division of Germany, the rela- 
tion of hostility of the Federal Republic towards the GDR and to the re- 
vanchist instigation of the citizens of West Germany. 


In the eyes of the judiciary of the Bonn political penal regulations, the 
people of the GDR are seen as potential enemies of the Federal Repub- 
lic. Any dialogue concerning questions vital to the German nation is to 
be made impossible by these regulations. 


The parties represented in the West German Bundestag on 23 June 
1966 resolved a law on the exception from German jurisdiction. § 1 of 
this law reads as follows: 


“The federal government may grant dispensation from German 
jurisdiction to Germans resident or usually living outside the area 
of validity of the Basic Law if, after weighing all the circumstances 
it considers this necessary for the promotion of important public 
interests.” 


In this can be seen the presumption of the Bonn state to provide a 
legal basis for subjugating to its jurisdiction all Germans, regardless of 
whether they have their residence or are living in the GDR or in any 
other state. Bonn’s presumption of exclusiveness has become legal 
rule, and the non-prosecution of GDR citizens, which would be limited 
in time and with additional, humiliating strings attached, has been made 
an exception. 


When open season is declared on citizens of other states by the Bonn 
state of injustice it is nothing else than a legally anticipated act of 
aggression or the juridical charter for planned raids. This impudent 
presumption is unparalleled in international legal practice! 
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Forced revanchism finds its expression not least in the manipulation 
of public opinion in the Federal Republic. The fact that this is also noth- 
ing else than the preparation of war is confirmed by the semi-official 
organ Wehrkunde of the Bonn war ministry. It states: 


“Modern war is not conducted in only three spheres—in the air, on 
land and on the sea. It also includes a fourth sphere—the intellectual 
world of man. The third world war in this sphere has already begun.” 


Indeed, the West German population is flooded by an anti-communist, 
revanchist and nationalist wave in preparation for the adventurous plans 
of expansion. Today the far-spread apolitical, passive “‘prosperity con- 
sciousness’ is no longer sufficient for the monopolies to meet the re- 
quirements of their strategic planning. Today, the monopolies and 
the Bonn government demand from the West German population active 
cooperation for the realization of their aggressive political course. By 
deliberate misinformation a conception of the world is to be created in 
the minds of people which makes them ripe for war. 


The federal budget provides approximately 100 million marks annually 
for official government propaganda. The Federal Ministry of Defence 
alone has 7 million marks at its disposal for “‘public relations work with 
respect to defence questions”. 


What are the tasks of 
the Bundeswehr? 


With the Bundeswehr the ruling circles of the Federal Republic have 
created an important military instrument for the realization of their aims. 


West German War Minister, von Hassel, declared the following in 
the magazine Stern, No. 28/66, 10 July 1966: 


‘| have 600,000 people including the Bundeswehr under my com- 
mand. The Defence Ministry is bigger than the Foreign Office and 
the Economics and Finance Ministry put together.” 


Expenditure on arms has increased from year to year and will steadily 
increase in the future, too, as is shown by the following table taken from 
the 1966 Finance Report of the West German Federal Finance Ministry: 


Bonn’s actual arms expenditure (in million marks) 


Fiscal Bundeswehr Civil war Occupation costs 
year preparation 

1958 7,974.2 81.9 850.0 

1961 12,404.4 396.2 496.8 

1964 18,306.4 612.4 507.1 

1965 17,000.0 562.5 499.6 

1966 17,500.0 571.7 535.0 


Estimated expenditure of the Bundeswehr alone from 1967 to 1970 


1967 19.0 thousand million marks 
1968 19.8 thousand million marks 
1969 20.7 thousand million marks 
1970 21.5 thousand million marks 


At the beginning of 1966 the Bundeswehr had a total of some 450,000 
men at its disposal. Of this, the army’s share was about 280,000, the air 
force 100,000, the navy 33,000 and the territorial defence forces 37,000. 
By 1970 it is planned to increase this territorial force, which is under the 
exclusive command of Bonn, to a strength of 250,000 men. 

The Federal Republic has assumed the leading position among the 
West European NATO countries, which, with the exception of France, 
have fully or in part integrated their armed forces in NATO. 


West Germany 450,000 men 
Belgium 110,000 men 
Luxemburg 3,600 men 
Great Britain 425,000 men 
Holland 142,000 men 
Denmark 49,000 men 
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At the end of 1965 the Bundeswehr had available over 2,800 medium 
tanks, 9,500 armoured carriers, 550 mortar artillery from 105 mm, 1,000 
mortar grenade throwers, 504 fighter planes, 150 combat vessels and 
400 launching pads for ground to air missiles. It provides 46 per cent of 
all the divisions and 50 per cent of the tanks for NATO in the Central 
European sector of NATO. 

In connection with the strengthened equipment of the Bundeswehr 
with the means of employing nuclear weapons of the most varied types 
and size ranges, the following facts must also be taken into account: 


@ All nuclear warheads which are envisaged in case of war are already 
installed on West German territory. The number of nuclear 
warheads stock-piled in West Germany has been increased to 6,000. 


@ According to a plan of the Bundeswehr command, a nuclear belt 
is to be laid along the borders of the GDR, Czechoslovakia and 
Austria and nuclear mines are likewise ready for use in West Ger- 
man depots. 


The tremendous expenditure on the Bundeswehr and the greed for 
commanding positions within NATO serve the aim of utilizing NATO for 
the purposes of the ruling circles in West Germany. 

On 1 July 1966, Bundeswehr General Johann Adolf Graf von Kiel- 
mannsegg assumed the supreme command of NATO sphere of command 
of Central Europe (AFCENT). Thus one of the decisive NATO leading 
posts has fallen into the hands of the West German militarists. 


Kielmannsegg already served in Hitler's general staff and wrote down 
a confession to his fascist creed in his book ‘Panzer zwischen Warschau 
und Atlantik’’ (Tanks between Warsaw and the Atlantic) which was 
published by Verlag Die Wehrmacht in 1941, as the following excerpt 
shows: 


‘We can report that we executed to the last the mission which 
history, Germany and the Fihrer set us, and we can report that we 
are prepared to execute in the same manner the only mission stand- 
ing between us and freedom, i. e., the destruction of England. There 
Is no appreciation that would fill us with more pride than that of the 
Fuhrer.’ But Kielmannsegg is not the only West German general 
who has moved into leading NATO positions. 


Out of 42 existing assignments for generals and admirals in the 
Europe NATO Supreme Command, nine are occupied by American and 
the same number by West German generals. That corresponds to the 
total number occupied by Turkey, Belgium, Greece, Canada and Great 
Britain together. 


In addition, the Bundeswehr has seized a high percentage of leading 
positions in several other NATO bodies. 


Under the illusion that the only thing to do is to start it as cleverly 
as possible and to avoid mistakes of the past, in order to make the third 
attempt at a new order of Europe successful, the Bonn government and 
its General staff developed an all-embracing war doctrine which, they 
believe, best corresponds to conditions in Germany and the relation of 
forces in the world. They deceive the West German population and 
disregard the lessons of the catastrophic defeats when they talk about 
an “exclusive one-front war’ this time, about the “right allies’ this time, 
and about a “victory-guaranteeing’ combination of blitzkrieg strategy, 
total war and escalation theory. 
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The West German military leaders at present discriminate between 
three forms of war: 


@ general war 
@ limited war 
@ sub-limited action 


West German strategic planning, the principles of leadership and the 
directives for the education and training of the armed forces are 
adjusted to these forms of war. 


The detailed ideas of the Bundeswehr leaders on how to realize the 
expansionist aims of West German imperialism are laid down in the 
aggressive forward strategy. They are based on the theory of the “‘incal- 
culable risk’ and the pursuit of a policy of nuclear blackmail and political 
and ideological warfare against the socialist states. Among the different 
variations of Bonn’s forward strategy a prominent place is taken by the 
‘‘sub-limited war’ with the present balance of power. 


Over the last three years the Bonn military leaders have worked out in 
theory, tested in exercises, and prepared for practical use, a whole 
system of aggressive measures ranging from border provocations via 
subversive activities to sub-limited or undercover war. 


Confidential documents of the general staff of the Bundeswehr lead- 
ing staff, pamphlets by West German military leaders based on them 
and Bundeswehr indoctrination instructions show how sub-limited war is 
prepared in the Federal Republic and how it is to be waged. 


One confidential document of the Bundeswehr general staff defines 
sub-limited war as: 


,.acritical situation of a nature similar to civil war, stepped up to 
the use of arms, in which the aggressor does not employ large units, 
but, in employing forces, keeps well under the limit of conventional 
war and applies the combat principles of underground and guerilla 
fighting.” 


Wehrausbildung in Wort und Bild (Military Training in Words and 
Pictures), the Bundeswehr magazine, on instructions of Hassel’s ministry, 
published a special survey entitled ‘‘Sub-limited action’ which gave prac- 
tical examples to explain the principles of employment in this kind of 
warfare. 

It is revealing that in this study the sub-limited war is expressly referred 
to asa “preliminary stage of open war’. By this the generals in Bonn 
understand the dynamic escalation of the cold war to thermonuclear 
war, via conventional war. 


The preparations for the sub-limited war are not only part and parcel 
of aggressive West German foreign policy, but particularly serve the 
forcible suppression of all democratic and social actions of the West 
German population. With the demagogic argument that a ‘'sub-limited 
action” planned by the GDR and other socialist states against the West 
German Federal Republic has to be warded off, the West German ruling 
circles are making every arrangement to be able to apply military 
means against the democratic and oppositional elements. 


The above-mentioned study of the Bonn war ministry proceeds from 
the fact that rigorous action is to be taken in “warding off the sub- 
limited war’ against all opposing intellectuals, against works councils 
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and shop stewards as well as against other ‘‘unstable elements’, par- 
ticularly conscientious objectors. 


Foreign workers in West Germany are also counted as ‘‘suspected 
persons’. We quote from the study: 


‘,.. all right-wing and left-wing extremist opponents of the demo- 
cratic order in the Federal Republic must be considered to be un- 
stable sections of the population. This circle of persons includes the 
guest workers.” 


In addition to the creation of the material and personnel prerequisites 
for all forms of war the Bundeswehr general staff is putting everything 
into preparing their armed forces for all kinds of operations conceivable 
at home and abroad with a comprehensive system of “psychological 
armour” and “internal leadership” also with regard to their mental and 
moral condition. 


The permanent lie of the “danger threatening from the East’ serves 
the ruling circles of West Germany as a justification for their aggressive 
armament policy, their intensified grasping for nuclear weapons and for 
a predominant position in NATO, as well as for the intellectual prepara- 
tion of their army for an aggressive war. 


The revanchist education in the Bundeswehr is directed by the leader- 
ship of the Bundeswehr and practised by all means of propaganda in 
the units in order finally to produce the consciousness in the heads of 
the members of the Bundeswehr that they are fulfilling a kind of “libera- 
tor’s mission” with regard to the people living in the GDR and other 
socialist countries. Organized marches and trips to the state border of 
the GDR are part of the educational means preferred in the Bundeswehr. 


Chiefly within the scope of the “fostering of tradition” by the Bundes- 
wehr, revanchist and chauvinistic ideas against Western European 
peoples and the states of the anti-Hitler coalition are being increasingly 
imparted. By the glorification of the armed deeds of the fascist Wehr- 
macht, the fascist aggression against the peoples of Europe is indirectly 
justified. 

The fruits which grew from the fostering of such traditions are, for 


example, shown by the conception of petty officer candidate Hein Horn- 
schuh: 
“Land my comrades fully agree, ... that Doenitz, although he was 
only a soldier, developed more political sagacity than Eisenhower 
and Montgomery and Churchill together... Today the English and 
the Americans are continually shaking in their pants.” 


(Junge Stimme, soldiers edition, No. 6/63, p. 4) 


The replies of Bundeswehr officers which were published by the West 
German magazine, Stern, are also clear enough in this respect. The 
magazine asked the officers whether they would shoot at members of 
the People’s Army of the GDR. Their answers were: 


“They would do so without exception. All-German sentimentalities 
are alien to them. A few replies of the lieutenants: 


‘In case of an attack | have to do so because of my oath.’ 


‘Yes. You also might just as well have asked me whether | would 
shoot at members of any other nation.’ 


‘Of course. Is a German more worth than a Russian or a French- 
mane” 
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What is the aim of the West German 
“Advisory Research Council 
for the Reunification of Germany” ? 


The Federal Republic is the only country in the world that has—along 
with two special revanchist ministries, i.e., the Federal Ministry for Ex- 
pellees and the Federal Ministry for All-German Questions—an official 
government organ the only task of which is to plan how the neighbour- 
ing state—the GDR-can be subjugated, incorporated, and plundered 
and how its government and social system can be abolished. 


This Bonn organ of annexation the existence of which is contrary to 
international law and which operates in the dark, calls itself the ‘‘Ad- 
visory Research Council for Questions of the Reunification of Germany 
in the Federal Ministry for All-German Questions”. 


It is, however, in no way concerned with working out ways and means 
for a rapprochement and the peaceful reunification of the two German 
states. Quite the contrary. 


In the latest progress report, the ‘‘Grey Plan”, preceded by an intro- 
duction by West German Vice-Chancellor Mende (Free Democratic 
Party), 400 pages give a detailed description of how the nationally- 
owned enterprises and social and cultural institutions, are to be liqui- 
dated and assigned again to the West German trusts and banks and 
how the democratic governmental and social order of the first socialist 
peace state is to be replaced by the regime of West German monopoly 
capital—calling itself ‘‘order based on market economy’. Counter-revolu- 
tion and appropriation of the national wealth of the GDR—that is the 
working plan of the “Advisory Research Council”. 


Here a few concrete examples of the plans of the “Research Council” 
to raid and subjugate the German Democratic Republic: 


On pages 16/18 of the “Grey Plan” it is defined as the task of the 
Federal Republic: 


‘,.. to form the economy and society in Middle Germany in line 
with freedom so as to integrate it with West Germany into a uniform 
German economic and social body...” 


On page 19 it is laid down that: 


“... Middle Germany will not only be integrated with West Ger- 
many through reunification but also with the other partners of the 
European Economic Community.” 


On page 20 it states: 


“In a reunified Germany there will exist, in principle, a system based 
on the market economy.” 


On pages 20/21 and 265 the nationally-owned enterprises of the GDR 
and the cooperative farms are dissolved with a stroke of the pen. More- 
over, the ‘“‘Research Council’’ even has decreed that the land of the 
cooperative farmers in the GDR is to be transferred to the Junkers and 
big landowners who were expropriated in 1945 through the democratic 
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land reform because of their collaboration with the nazis and are today 
waiting for “X Day” in West Germany. Of course, these forces are to 
take over the new administrative buildings, stables and the modern 
agricultural implements costing thousands of millions of mark which exist 
as a result of the hard work of the cooperative farmers. 


The “Grey Plan” decrees on pages 264/265: 


“The apprentice centres of the Soviet occupied zone are to be 
dissolved. The agricultural training system is to be adjusted to the 
conditions caused by reunification.” 


Finally, according to the “Grey Plan” (pages 238, 294 and 359), the 
Confederation of Free German Trade Unions, the largest mass organiza- 
tion of the working people in the GDR, and the progressive social in- 
surance system of the working people are to be liquidated. 

Already these few quotations from the “Grey Plan” prove that the 
authors may speak of “reunification” but they are planning a forced 
Anschluss—the naked and brutal annexation of the GDR. They talk 
of “freedom” but intend to destroy everything which the population of 
the GDR has created after its liberation from fascism, the nationally- 
owned property, modern cooperative farming, the trade union rights, 
the exemplary social insurance system and the institutions of public 
instruction. 

The mere existence of the “Advisory Research Council” but primarily its 
activity directed towards the preparation of war is a gross violation of 
international law and a flagrant breach of the UN Charter. The only 
parallels to this were the criminal war preparations for robbery and 
plundering by the corresponding nazi staffs of German arms capital 
headed by war criminals Géring and Rosenberg on the eve of the Second 
World War and especially during the invasion of the Soviet Union. 


The “Grey Plan” corresponds to Géring’s “Green Folder’ which was 
the subject of indictment in the Nuremberg Trial against the war crimi- 
nals of the nazi Reich. But not only the plans resemble one another. There 
also exists a far-reaching identity regarding the authors who are mostly 
the same fascist “eastern experts’’ who prepared and practised the 
enslavement of the European peoples in the nazi Eastern Institutes and 
armament staffs, in the Cracow “government” of executed war criminal, 
Frank, and in Géring’s pedatory commandos who today, on the “Ad- 
visory Research Council” of the Federal Republic, are planning the same 
crimes against the GDR and the other socialist countries on behalf of 
the same monopolies. 


The so-called ‘Researchers’ Circle’, the top body of the Advisory 
Research Council, has thirteen members. Out of these 13 persons eight 
are proven to have played a leading role in either formulating ideologi- 
cally substantiating or even personally implementing the fascist policy 
of conquest and armament and the plundering of the states invaded by 
the nazis. This seriously incriminated circle of persons includes Professor 
Karl Thalheim, Professor Werner Bosch, Dr. Hans Gareis, Professor Georg 
Blohm and Dr. Hans von Boeckh. 


In that the Bonn government has long since drawn representatives of 
the Social Democratic Party and of the German Trade Union Federation 
into the illegal work of the Advisory Research Council it has already anti- 
cipated a part of the formed society. Together with representatives of 
the arms monopolies and employers’ associations, the leaders of the 
West German Social Democrats and the trade union federation have 
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declared their agreement-—in the plenum of the Advisory Research Coun- 
cil—-with the maniacal and suicidal plans to re-establish the rule of the 
monopolists and big landowners in the GDR. 


The “Grey Plan” of the Advisory Research Council is a self-exposing 
document. It proceeds from the idea, and is based on the assumption, 
that war will take place on German soil which will make possible the 
forcible incorporation of the GDR into the West German state; for no 
one will suppose that the working people of the GDR will surrender their 
social achievements because monopolists and big landowners have got 
the idea to lay claim to them. The concept of the ‘Grey Plan” is just as 
contrary to international law, peace-endangering and anti-national as 
it is socially reactionary, anti-democratic and anti-humanistic. 


Where do the West German 

Social Democratic leaders stand 

with regard to the policy of the ruling circles 
in the Federal Republic? 


Although the Social Democratic Party of Germany officially represents 
the opposition party in the Bonn Bundestag, practice proves that the 
social democratic leaders have gone over to a common policy with the 
ruling CDU/CSU. It is a part of this community of views that the SPD 
leadership fully agrees with the imperialist foreign policy of the Bonn 
government-—including its NATO policy and the support of the US war 
in Vietnam. Some social democratic leaders even try to outdo the Bonn 
government party in stirring up nationalist and anti-communist cam- 
paigns. 

It cannot be overlooked, either, that leading members of the SPD 
cooperated in working out the emergency laws and sanctioned them. 
As deputy chairman of the so-called defence committee of the West 
German Bundestag, the SPD official Helmut Schmidt has had the same 
share in the working out of the federal defence strategy as Deputy SPD 
Chairman Herbert Wehner in the monstrous plans of the “Advisory 
Research Council’ of which he is a member. 


Finally attention must be drawn to the fact that the SPD maintains a 
special instrument for subversive work against the GDR-the SPD Eastern 
Bureau. Under the pretext of establishing contacts with former members 
of the SPD living in the eastern part of Germany and on instructions 
from the SPD party executive, the Eastern Bureau of the SPD was 
founded in April 1946. However, from the very beginning its work con- 
sisted of downright espionage activity directed by American and British 
secret service officers. 


Moreover, the Eastern Bureau carries on its spying activities within 
the Social Democratic Party itself and positively supports the prepara- 
tion of an implementation of reprisals against SPD members advocating 
understanding between East and West. A further task of the SPD Eastern 
Bureau is the undermining of any rapprochement and understanding 
between the workers of the two German states by spreading anti-com- 
munist fairy-tales. 


Take the following example: 


On 6 May 1966, when the exchange of views between the Socialist Unity 
Party of Germany and the Social Democratic Party of Germany was just 
beginning, the West Berlin newspaper Telegraf published a report ac- 
cording to which it alleged to be in possession of the authentic text 
of the GDR “order to shoot’. This note with allegedly verbatim excerpts 
from the so-called order to shoot was a gross falsification which was 
produced by the Bonn Gehlen secret service and published by the SPD 
Eastern Bureau. 


Under SPD Vice-Chairman Herbert Wehner the SPD Eastern Bureau 
has developed into an unscrupulous espionage organization within the 
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SPD closely collaborating with the West German and foreign imperialist 
secret services. 


The SPD Eastern Bureau reports to the Office for the Protection of the 
Constitution and the other secret services on all internal events in the 
SPD, on controversies within the leadership and the rank and file, and 
particularly on the planned establishment of contacts with the SED and 
other workers’ organizations in the GDR by various organizations of 
the SPD. Recently this collaboration was officially confirmed by Wehner 
who refused to give details on this to the executive of his own party. 


The facts prove: 


The SPD Eastern Bureau substantially participates in the realization of 
the concept of undercover war against the GDR developed by the 
CDU/CSU. 

Since the foundation of the German Democratic Republic the SPD 
Eastern Bureau has taken part in the imperialist subversive activities 
against the first German workers’ and farmers’ state. 


Whenever espionage in the military and economic spheres, traffic in 
human beings and frontier provocations against the GDR were unveiled 
and the perpetrators brought to trial there were disclosed direct contacts 
with the SPD Eastern Bureau. This is notorious even in West Berlin courts. 
The two West Berlin criminal “helpers in escape attempts” Schiitz and 
Bley admitted that they had received orders from the SPD Eastern Bureau 
to abduct GDR citizens. 

The Eastern Bureau systematically participates in the psychological 
war preparations. In the first five months of this year alone the SPD 
Eastern Bureau organized the launching of more than 13,000 balloons 
with subversive leaflets against the GDR. 

All these activities are aimed at carrying the policy of counter-revolu- 
tion into the GDR and preparing ‘‘X Day” planned by the Bonn govern- 
ment. 

It is sad but true: The SPD leadership does not wish to adopt a differ- 
ent attitude on all those decisive questions of German and international 
policy but even wishes to go the Erhard regime one better. 


It is clear that this CDU-dependent policy of the SPD leaders essen- 
tially determines its negative attitude to the dialogue which has begun 
between the working class in the two German states on the basic 
questions concerning the nation on the initiative of the Socialist Unity 
Party of Germany and which will be continued in the interests of peace 
and the repulsing of the dangerous policies of the West German govern- 
ment party. 

The Socialist Unity Party of Germany continues to remain by its 
proposal of conducting the German discussion on a free and equal 
basis with the members and friends of West German social democracy 
as well as with all other citizens of the West German Federal Republic 
who are interested in peace, relaxation and security. The Socialist Unity 
Party of Germany has directed the following questions to the people of 
West Germany: 

Are you prepared to advocate that the two German states renounce 
any share in the control of atomic weapons? 
Are you prepared to join us in jointly seeing to it that a beginning 
is made with concrete disarmament measures? 
Are you prepared to advocate that the Federal Republic live in 
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peace and good neighbourliness with all European peoples and 
recognize the existing frontiers? 


Are you prepared to help abolish the cold war and hostility, to take 
account of realities in Germany and apply yourselves to relaxation 
being promoted by negotiations on a basis of equality between the 
governments of the two German states and for the way being 
opened for reunification at a later date? 


The Socialist Unity Party of Germany is of the opinion that it is not 
demanding too much when it asks people to support these principles 
with the realization of which genuine relaxation and rapprochement be- 
tween the two German states could be introduced. 


Can the German imperialists’ third attempt 
at creating a new order in Europe 
be prevented? 


It was proved in the previous sections that the ruling circles of the West 
German Federal Republic are preparing themselves for the third attempt 
at a new ordering of Europe. 


The citizens of the GDR and with them also large sections of the West 
German population are at one in demanding that a stop must be put to 
the official course of the West German Federal Republic. 


How is this possible? 


Chairman Walter Ulbricht of the GDR Council of State summarized 
what has to be done first of all in the following six proposals: 


1. The two German states renounce atomic armament and a share in 
the control over atomic weapons in any form; 


2. The two German states recognize the frontiers existing in Europe; 


3. The German Democratic Republic and the West German Federal 
Republic assume diplomatic relations with all states of the NATO 
and of the Warsaw Pact in the interests of European peace and 
European security; 


4. The two German states declare their readiness to negotiate on dis- 
armament in Germany; 


5. The two German states solemnly renounce measures, laws and 
decrees which block the way to reunification and the overcoming of 
the division as, for example, atomic armament, emergency legisla- 
tion, etc.; 


6. The governments of the two German states begin negotiations with 
the aim of normalizing the relations between the German states 
and their citizens. At the same time it is proposed that disarmament 
in Germany should be dealt with at the beginning. 


In this spirit the government and people of the GDR will make all 
efforts regarding this. 


The third attempt of a new ordering of Europe by the German impe- 
rialists can be prevented most safely and effectively through the unifying 
of the peace-loving forces and the joining of all European states in a 
system of collective security. 


